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I have already brought forward evidence to show that " the
obligatory scheme " will be favourably received, but obviously
no certain prognosis can at present be made. The Branches
will themselves decide this point when the scheme has been
referred to them. So far they have not had an opportunity to
discuss the details of any scheme.
" Vetus " will perhaps forgive me if I venture to correct an

over ight on his part. It was not Dr. Ward Cousins, but Dr.
Saundby, who stated at the Carlisle meeting that the Dublin
Branch "distinctly refused to have anything to do with the
proposal that the Association should take up medical defence,
and threatened all kinds of things if it were made compu'..
sory."
This possibly may represent the opinion of some influen-

tial member of the Branch, but I need scarcely point out that
the opinion of one member does not necessarily reflect the
opinion of the Branch.

I have carefully followed the action of the Branches in this
matter, and I have failed to discover any record in the BRITISH
MEDICAL JOURNAL of the passing by this Branch of any reso-
tion, either in favour of, or adverse to, the undertaking of
these duties by the Association, and, so far as I am aware, the
Dublin Branch has not yet considered the matter. I am
speaking, of course, to the best of my knowledge, and I am
open to correction if in error.
" Vetus " alludes to what he calls an admission upon my

part-namely, that I consider that the weak point in the
scheme consists in saddling the infant undertaking with fees
payable to the members of the Standing Committee for their
attendance. If I may venture to speak for myself alone, I am
not in favour-at any rate, at the present time-of the system
of paid committees. When the scheme comes to be con-
sidered in detail I believe the expense will at first be found
to be too great. The proposal to pay the Standing Committee
was first made by the Council in their tentative scheme, and
it was retained in their amended scheme; as, being an im-
portant detail, it is advisable that it should be thoroughly
discussed.
The following proposal will meet the views of all parties7-

namely, that at first the Standing Committee shall be un-
paid-as the Council of the Defence Union is at present-but
that provision shall be made for their remuneration if at a
subsequent date our funds permit; this to be done without
the danger of crippling the work.
" Vetus " also asks me to state what I mean by decentralisa-

tion of the work of medical defence. While a central organisa-
tion is necessary to the effective working of medical defence,
much of this work can and should be done locally through
local organisations working under the direction of the eentral
Committee. Thus it will probably be necessary to form sub-
committees for each of the,threedivisions of the kingdom, and
defence work, which is purely local, might advantageously be
referred to them. The central organisation would direct
these subcommittees, as they in turn would direct the
Branches and local units in their divisions. The defence
work that concerns the profession as a whole would be carried
out entirely by the central Committee on recommendations
from the divisional committees, and otherwise. Before,
however, framing the details of such a decentralisation, we
must decide upon the general principles of our main scheme.
Mr. Butlin proposed to decentralise defence work by forming
a number of separate and independent defence unions among
the Branches.
The Council of the Association took counsel's opinion as to

whether the Branches could themselves carry out the duties
of medical defence without the individual members of the
Branch or some of them, incurring personal liability.
Counsel decided that. as the Branches have no corporate
existence, the members would incur personal liability in the
event of independent action on the part of the Branch.
For this, as well as for other weighty reasons, which in a

previous communication have already been given, we were
justified in opposing Mr. Butlin's scheme.-I am, etc.,

Dover, Sept. 2ISt. A. G. WELSFORD.

ST. ANDREWS UNIVERSITY MEDICAL CLASSES.
SIR,-I am indebted to Professor Pettigrew for his courteous

reply to my note, though, as an old student interested in the

affairs of his university, I regret my inability to accept his
comfortable conclusions. Section viii of the I862 Act recog-
nises as eligible candidates for graduation students who have
kept two anni medici in the university, but the I862 Act does
not, I think, consider classes taught by lecturers as qualify-
ing for the two anni medici. The next Section, giving power
to recognise extramural lecturers, does not apply to the
point on which I doubt the Professor's ruling. Now that the
University Court has made the experiment of establishing
medical classes, I for one hope that fair conditions may be
extended to it, but as there is, it seems to me, rather more
than doubt as to the new classes qualifying, it is unfortunately
necessary to point this out to those whose interests later on
might be seriously affected.-I am, etc.,
Dundee, Sept. 2ISt. a. BUIST.

MEETINGS OF BRITISH ASSOCIATION AND BRITISH
MEDICAL ASSOCIATION IN CANADA IN I897.

SIR,-Now that both the above bodies have decided to
accept the hospitality of our Canadian confr&res next year,
might I suggest the advisability of fixing the dates of the
British Medical Association meeting at Montreal, so that this
Convention would conveniently precede or follow that of the
British Association at Toronto? It appears from the "pre-
liminary programme" of the British Association that its
meeting will be held from August x8th to August 27th.

I feel sure that many medical men, to whom time is an
object, would be glad to be present at both if the dates could
be arranged.-I am, etc.,
Liverpool, Sept. 20th. G. WALTER STEEVES.

PROFESSIONAL TESTIMONIALS.
SIR,-I have received from an old pupil at Adelaide a copy

of the Adelaide Express and Telegraph of July 25th, contain-
ing a column on The New Hospital Doctors, with portraits of
Dr. Leith Napier and Dr. Ramsay Smith, the two gentlemen
who have taken office in the teeth of unanimous professional
opposition. In the biographical sketch of Dr. Napier, the
testimonials given (confessedly) for a very different purpose
by Dr. Cullingworth and Dr. Wilks, are quoted in extenso,
which I hold to be most objectionable on the part of Dr.
Napier. But he is moderation itself compared with Dr.
Ramsay Smith, who acts up to the worst traditions of
the Edinburgh school in flaunting testimonials from every
person with whom he has come in contact. Thus:
Dr. Patrick Heron Watson, consulting surgeon to the Edinburgh In-

firmary and President of the Royal College of Surgeons, says Dr. Ramsay
Smith, by talents, training, and capacity for wori, is marked out for a
position of the highest professional eminence, and that any medical
school or hospital would be fortunate in securing him.
Dr. George Gibson, physician to the Deaconess Hospital and Royal

Infirmary, Edinburgh, and author of Physical Diaqnosis, speaking from
twelve years' intimate friendship, says that for ability and wealth of
clinical experience Dr. Ramsay Smith has few equals in his circle of ac-
quaintance.
Dr. Claud Muirhead, consulting physician to the Edinburgh Royal

Inflrmary. and lecturer on fevers at the City Hospital, commends Dr.
Ramsay Smith for his remarkable facility in grasping obscure and diffi-
cult cases, his accuracy of diagnosis, and his marvellous success in treat-
ment.
Dr. Berry, one of the leading British authors on eye diseases, and oph-

thalmic surgeon to the Edinburgh Royal Infirmary, says from ten years'
experience of Dr. Ramsay Smith s work that any hospital where ophthal-
mic surgery is practised could not be better served than by appointing
Dr. Smith to the post.
Dr. Allen Jamieson, physician for skin diseases, speaks in warm terms

of Dr. Ramsay Smith's original contributions to the literature of skin
diseases.
Dr. McBride, president of the British Laryngological Society, testifies to

the value of Dr. Smith's original work in throat and ear diseases.
Dr. John Thomson, physician to the Sick Children's Hospital, Edin-

burgh, and a leading authority on children's diseases, speaks of Dr.
Ramsay Smith's medical experience and agreeableness as a colleague.

It is notorious that when any vacancy occurs for a Scotch
appointment, each candidate sets about compiling a volume
of testimonials, which are printed and scattered broadcast.
These are of the usual fulsome description, stating in the
warmest terms the certainty that there never was such a
promising young man as this particular young graduate. If
these testimonials were confined to the teachers of his own
school one could bear it complacently; but nowadays no


